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effect through 2400 hrs, A.l.t., December 
31, 2006.

TABLE 16.—2005 AND 2006 NON-EXEMPT AFA CATCHER VESSEL SIDEBOARD DIRECTED FISHING CLOSURES IN THE 
GOA 

[Amounts needed for incidental catch in other directed fisheries are in metric tons] 

Species Regulatory area/district Gear Amount 

Pacific cod ..................................................... Eastern GOA ................................................ all .............................. 26 (inshore). 
3 (offshore). 

Deep-water flatfish ........................................ Western GOA ............................................... all .............................. 0. 
Rex sole ........................................................ Western GOA ............................................... all .............................. 2. 
Flathead sole ................................................ Eastern and Western GOA .......................... all .............................. 7 and 16 (15 in 2006). 
Shallow-water flatfish .................................... Eastern GOA ................................................ all .............................. 41. 
Arrowtooth flounder ....................................... Eastern and Western GOA .......................... all .............................. 17 and 10. 
Northern rockfish ........................................... Western GOA ............................................... all .............................. 0. 
Pelagic shelf rockfish .................................... entire GOA ................................................... all .............................. 0 (W), 0(C), 7(E). 
Big skates ..................................................... entire GOA ................................................... all .............................. 7(W), 22(C), 7(E). 
Longnose skates ........................................... Central and Eastern GOA ............................ all .............................. 18(C), 7(E). 
Demersal shelf rockfish ................................ SEO District ................................................. all .............................. 1. 

Under authority of the interim 2005 
specifications (69 FR 74455, December 
14, 2004), pollock fishing opened on 
January 20, 2005, for amounts specified 
in that notice. NMFS has since closed 
Statistical Area 610 to directed fishing 
for pollock effective 1200 hrs, A.l.t., 
January 23, 2005, through March 10, 
2005 (70 FR 3896, January 27, 2005). 
NMFS closed Statistical Area 630 to 
directed fishing for pollock effective 
1200 hrs, A.l.t., January 29 , 2005 (70 FR 
5062, February 1, 2005) until 1200 hrs, 
A.l.t., February 6, 2005 (70 FR 6781, 
February 9, 2005) and 1200 hrs, A.l.t., 
February 14, 2005, until 1200 hrs, A.l.t., 
March 10, 2005 (70 FR 7901, February 
16, 2005). NMFS prohibited directed 
fishing for Pacific cod by vessels 
catching Pacific cod for processing by 
the inshore component in the Central 
Regulatory Area GOA, effective 12 noon, 
A.l.t., January 26, 2005 (70 FR 4039, 
January 28, 2005). 

These closures supercede the closures 
announced under the authority of the 
interim 2005 harvest specifications (69 
FR 74455, December 14, 2004). While 
these closures are in effect, the 
maximum retainable amounts at 
§ 679.20(e) and (f) apply at any time 
during a fishing trip. These closures to 
directed fishing are in addition to 
closures and prohibitions found in 
regulations at 50 CFR 679. NMFS may 
implement other closures during the 
2005 and 2006 fishing years as 
necessary for effective conservation and 
management. 

Response to Comments 

NMFS received 2 letters of comment 
in response to the 2005 and 2006 
proposed harvest specifications. These 
letters contained 13 separate comments 

that are summarized and responded to 
below.

Comment 1: The Council has yet to 
take any action on the review of the 
‘‘Scientific Review of the Harvest 
Strategy Currently Used in the BSAI and 
GOA Groundfish Fishery Management 
Plans.’’ The Council’s current approach 
to setting catch rates results in rates that 
are too high for rockfish. 

Response: The report referred to in 
the comment is: Goodman, Daniel, Marc 
Mangel, Graeme Parkes, Terry Quinn, 
Victor Restrepo, Tony Smith, Kevin 
Stokes. 2002. ‘‘Scientific Review of the 
harvest Strategy Currently Used in the 
BSAI and GOA Groundfish Fishery 
Management Plans.’’ Prepared for the 
North Pacific Fishery Management 
Council. November 21, 2002. 

Evaluation of fishery management 
strategies has been an ongoing research 
activity of the NMFS, Alaska Fisheries 
Science Center (AFSC) for years. Most 
recently, the Programmatic 
Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement (PSEIS) for the BSAI and 
GOA Groundfish FMPs devoted 
thousands of pages to evaluate both 
current and alternative fishery 
management strategies. A working 
group (WG) has been established to 
ensure the fisheries are managed based 
on the best available science, and tasked 
with continuing and expanding the 
AFSC’s research in the area of 
management strategy evaluation (MSE). 
MSE research is ongoing and the WG is 
expected to make significant 
advancements in this area over the next 
few years. The GOA SAFE report (page 
387) evaluated the harvest strategy used 
in the rockfish assessments with 
particular attention given to the 
consideration of the harvest rates for 
rockfish because of their ‘‘low 

productivity’’ (Goodman et al., 2002). 
The evaluation indicated that the 
harvest strategy is sufficiently 
conservative. The stock assessments are 
updated annually and adjustments will 
be made if new data indicates a 
downturn in the fishery populations. 
Also, the rockfish section of the SSC’s 
minutes from the December 2004 
Council meeting states, ‘‘The SSC 
appreciates the attention given by the 
SAFE authors and the Plan Teams to the 
recommendations that the SSC made 
last year regarding the ‘‘F40 report’’ by 
Goodman et al., the contributions to 
stock productivity of older female 
rockfish, local depletion, and the effects 
of disaggregation of the ABCs.’’ At the 
February 2005 Council meeting, a 
discussion paper on rockfish 
management will be presented by 
Council staff. Also, the Council includes 
ecosystem research information in an 
ecosystem considerations appendix to 
the SAFE reports. 

Comment 2: The EA fails to provide 
the public with a full and fair analysis 
of the consequence of implementing the 
FMPs; and there is no FMP level 
environmental impact statement (EIS) 
that evaluates the effects of authorizing 
fishing pursuant to the FMPs. 

Response: Pursuant to NEPA, NMFS 
prepared an EA for this action. The EA 
comprehensively analyzes the potential 
impacts of the 2005 and 2006 harvest 
specifications and provides the 
evidence to decide whether an agency 
must prepare and EIS. The analysis in 
the EA supports a finding of no 
significant impact on the human 
environment as a result of the 2005 and 
2006 final harvest specifications. 
Therefore, an EIS is not required. 

Comment 3: The commentor is 
concerned about the serious limitations 
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